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their kind, then you were not an evolutionist. If you believed, on
the contrary, that all the different species are modifications, varia-
tions, and elaborations of one primal stock, or even of a few primal
stocks, then you were an evolutionist.1
The bitter controversies over the fact of evolution have now
died down, and few would venture to deny the substantial
truth of the proposition we have stated. It is indeed the view
of the plain man nowadays. Although the doctrine is in-
separably associated with the name of Darwin, the probability
of some such truth was discerned by Aristotle and other Greek
philosophers; while nearer his own day Darwin had several
predecessors, such as Goethe, Buffon, Lamarck, and Erasmus
Darwin, his own grandfather.
Such a doctrine is obviously of the deepest concern to the
psychologist and educationist. Indeed, it may be regarded as
the main contribution that biology has to offer to psychology
and educational theory. Its far-reaching consequences are
now being realized, but it will be many years before they can
be fully worked out in practice. Clearly, if evolution applies
to man's body it must apply also to his mind. We are certain
that the higher mental processes are closely correlated with
the activity of the cerebrum, if, indeed, there is not a " one-to-
one correspondence" between the two* If we admit that the
cerebrum itself is a product of evolution it is difficult to deny
the proposition that the mind likewise has evolved from lower
forms.
Although the fact of evolution is generally accepted, there is
much dispute as to the manner of its taking place. All agree
in seeking an explanation in the interaction of the living
organism and its environment, but biologists differ in the stress
they accord to either factor in the process. Two sharply con-
trasted views are associated respectively with the names of
Lamarck and Darwin; it is therefore permissible to label them
Lamarckism and Darwinism, or perhaps better, neo-Darwin-
ism in the case of the latter, since Darwin cannot be held
responsible for all the interpretations put on his work by his
enthusiastic disciples.
* Back to Afgthuselah, p. xix.
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